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In the absence of an exception, | it is stated that an action in tort accrues for limitations purposes as soon as the act or omission 
occurs,” with the occurrence of the last element essential to the cause of action,” when the plaintiff sustains harm to a protected 
interest,* when the claim becomes enforceable, or as soon as a plaintiff is entitled to maintain an action. Thus, an action in tort 


accrues for limitations purposes when the injury occurs,’ however slight, in consequence of the wrongful act of another.’ If a 
wrongful act is of a permanent nature and produces all the damage which can ever result from it, then the entire damages must be 


recovered in one action, and the statute of limitations begins to run from the date of the wrongful act.” A tort action commenced 
more than the limitations period from the date of the negligent act or omission complained of is time-barred regardless of 
whether the plaintiff had not, or in the exercise of reasonable care could not reasonably have, discovered the nature of the 


injuries within that time period. 1 


There is authority holding that it is not required that all the damages resulting from the act are sustained at the time of injury, 


and the running of the statute is not postponed by the fact that the actual or substantial damages do not occur until a later date. 1l 
When the last element to occur is damage, the limitations period starts upon the occurrence of appreciable and actual harm, 
however uncertain in amount, that consists of more than nominal damages. i However, there is also authority that a cause of 


action for a tort typically accrues as soon as the tort causes damages. 1 
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When a defendant commits multiple wrongful acts, a separate statute of limitations attaches to each wrongful act. i Thus, when 
wrongful acts are not continuous but occur only at intervals, each occurrence inflicts a new injury and gives rise to a new and 


separate cause of action with a new limitations period. !> 


The statute of limitations for tortious interference with contractual relations begins running at the time the injury is sustained. t6 
Furthermore, a cause of action involving an intentional tort begins to run from the time the individual is injured and not its 


discovery unless the running of the limitations period is tolled by fraudulent concealment of the cause of action. 1” 


Although the injury caused by a classic malicious prosecution first occurs as soon as legal process is brought to bear on a 


defendant, !® favorable termination remains the accrual date for a malicious prosecution claim. !? 
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